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Blvd., Arlington, VA 22230. Telephone: (703)
306–1587.

Purpose of Meeting: To provide advice and
recommendations concerning proposals
submitted to NSF for financial support.

Agenda: To review and evaluate MARGINS
Program as part of the selection process for
awards.

Reason for closing: The proposals being
reviewed include information of a
proprietary or confidential nature, including
technical information; financial data, such as
salaries; and personal information
concerning individuals associated with the
proposals. These matters are exempt under 5
U.S.C. 552b(c), (4) and (6) of the Government
in the Sunshine Act.

Dated: June 4, 1999.
Karen J. York,
Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 99–14708 Filed 6–9–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Advisory Panel for Microbial
Observatories; Notice of Meeting

In accordance with the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92–
463, as amended), the National Science
Foundation announces the following
meeting.

Name: Advisory Panel for Microbial
Observations, a sub-panel of the Advisory
Panel for Genetics (1149).

Date and Time: Monday & Tuesday, June
21–22, 1999, 9:00 A.M.–5:00 P.M.

Place: National Science Foundation, 4201
Wilson Blvd., Room 310, Arlington, VA
22230.

Type of Meeting: Closed.
Contact Person: Drs. Philip Harriman,

Program Director, and Charles Liarakos,
Deputy Division Director for Microbial
Observatories, Room 655, National Science
Foundation, 4201 Wilson Boulevard,
Arlington, Virginia 22230. (703/306–1440).

Purpose of Meeting: To provide advice and
recommendations concerning proposals
submitted to NSF for financial support.

Agenda: To review and evaluate research
proposals submitted to the Microbial
Observations Program as part of the selection
process for awards.

Reason for Closing: The proposals being
reviewed include information of a
proprietary or confidential nature, including
technical information; financial data, such as
salaries; and personal information
concerning individuals associated with the
proposals. These matters are exempt under 5
U.S.C. 552b(c), (4) and (6) of the Government
in the Sunshine Act.

Dated: June 4, 1999
Karen York,
Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 99–14710 Filed 6–9–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7555–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–398]

Florida Power & Light Co., Orlando
Utilities Commission of the City of
Orlando, Florida and Florida Municipal
Power Agency; Notice of
Consideration of Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
License, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License No. NPF–
16, issued to the Florida Power & Light
Company, et al. (the licensee), for
operation of the St. Lucie Plant, Unit 2,
located in St. Lucie County, Florida.

The proposed amendment would
revise the Unit 2 Technical
Specifications (TS) to clarify the
nonconservative wording of TS 3/4.5.1,
‘‘Safety Injection Tanks,’’ Surveillance
Requirement 4.5.1.1.d.1 and would
revise TS 3/4.5.2, ‘‘ECCS Subsystems—
Tavg Greater Than or Equal to 325°F,’’
Surveillance Requirement 4.5.2.e.1. The
proposed changes would align the
surveillance specification with the
intent and design bases requirements
intended to be verified.

On May 24, 1999, FPL staff submitted
a license amendment request, described
above, to amend their TS. On June 3,
1999, St. Lucie, Unit 2, began to
experience problems unrelated to
systems in the previously mentioned TS
sections. These problems ultimately
resulted in the plant entering TS Mode
3, ‘‘Hot Standby,’’ on June 4, 1999, in
order to repair and troubleshoot these
unrelated equipment problems. Due to
the nature of these repairs, the
possibility that other emerging work
activities may require a lower mode,
and the desire of the NRC to avoid
granting a notice of enforcement
discretion, the staff has decided to
pursue this exigent TS amendment.
Without this amendment, St. Lucie
Plant, Unit 2, could not resume power
operation if they were to enter Mode 4,
or ‘‘Hot Shutdown.’’

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91(a)(6) for
amendments to be granted under
exigent circumstances, the NRC staff
must determine that the amendment
request involves no significant hazards
consideration. Under the Commission’s

regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means
that operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed
amendment would not (1) involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of
a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated; or
(3) involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its
analysis of the issue of no significant
hazards consideration, which is
presented below:

(1) Operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed
amendment would not involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed amendment does not
involve an increase in the probability or
consequences of any accident
previously evaluated. There are no
physical changes to plant equipment or
changes in plant operation that could
initiate an accident or adversely affect
accident mitigation or consequences.
This PLA [proposed license
amendment] provides a wording
clarification of the Technical
Specification Surveillance 4.5.1.1.d.1
requirements for verifying that each SIT
[safety injection tank] isolation valve
(V–3614, V–3624, V–3634, and V–3644)
opens automatically prior to exceeding
an actual or simulated RCS [reactor
coolant system] pressure of 515 psia,
such that design bases functions and
safety are assured. This PLA also
provides a wording clarification
(Surveillance 4.5.2.e.1) for the automatic
isolation and interlock action of the SDC
[shutdown cooling] system (V–3480, V–
3481, V–3651, and V–3652) from the
RCS prior to exceeding an RCS pressure
(actual or simulated) of 515 psia, such
that design bases functions and safety
are assured. These clarifications
explicitly align the surveillance
requirements with the intent and design
basis functions for the valves being
verified. As such, this change is
considered administrative.

(2) Operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed
amendment would not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed amendment will not
create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated. There are
no physical changes to plant equipment
or changes in plant operation that could
create a new or different kind of
accident. This PLA does not result in
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any plant configuration changes or new
failure modes. This PLA provides a
wording clarification of the Technical
Specification Surveillance 4.5.1.1.d.1
requirements for verifying that each SIT
isolation valve (V–3614, V–3624, V–
3634, and V–3644) opens automatically
prior to exceeding an actual or
simulated RCS pressure of 515 psia.
This PLA also provides a wording
clarification (Surveillance 4.5.2.e.1) for
the automatic isolation and interlock
action of the SDC system (V–3480, V–
3481, V–3651, and V–3652) from the
RCS prior to exceeding an RCS pressure
(actual or simulated) of 515 psia. These
clarifications explicitly align the
surveillance requirements with the
intent and design basis functions for the
valves being verified. As such, this
change is considered administrative.

(3) Operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed
amendment would not involve a
significant reduction in a margin of
safety.

The proposed amendment does not
involve a reduction in the margin of
safety. This administrative PLA clarifies
the surveillance requirements of the
subject Technical Specifications by
aligning the surveillances with the
intent and design bases functions for the
valves being verified. This PLA does not
result in any plant configuration
changes. As such, the assumptions and
conclusions of the accident analyses in
the UFSAR remain valid and the
associated safety limits will continue to
be met.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes to determine that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 14 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final
determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 14-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period, such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
14-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final

determination will consider all public
and State comments received. Should
the Commission take this action, it will
publish in the Federal Register a notice
of issuance. The Commission expects
that the need to take this action will
occur very infrequently. Written
comments may be submitted by mail to
the Chief, Rules and Directives Branch,
Division of Administrative Services,
Office of Administration, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555–0001, and should cite the
publication date and page number of
this Federal Register notice. Written
comments may also be delivered to
Room 6D59, Two White Flint North,
11545 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland, from 7:30 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.
Federal workdays. Copies of written
comments received may be examined at
the NRC Public Document Room, the
Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC. The filing of requests
for hearing and petitions for leave to
intervene is discussed below.

By June 24, 1999, the licensee may
file a request for a hearing with respect
to issuance of the amendment to the
subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s ‘‘Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings’’ in 10
CFR part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and at the local public
document room located at the Indian
River Community College Library, 3209
Virginia Avenue, Fort Pierce, Florida
34981–5596. If a request for a hearing or
petition for leave to intervene is filed by
the above date, the Commission or an
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board,
designated by the Commission or by the
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board Panel, will rule on the
request and/or petition; and the
Secretary or the designated Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board will issue a
notice of hearing or an appropriate
order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why intervention should be permitted

with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) the nature of the
petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplement to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter. Each contention
must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
must provide sufficient information to
show that a genuine dispute exists with
the applicant on a material issue of law
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to
matters within the scope of the
amendment under consideration. The
contention must be one which, if
proven, would entitle the petitioner to
relief. A petitioner who fails to file such
a supplement which satisfies these
requirements with respect to at least one
contention will not be permitted to
participate as a party.

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave to
intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing, including the opportunity to
present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

If the amendment is issued before the
expiration of the 30-day hearing period,
the Commission will make a final
determination on the issue of no
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significant hazards consideration. If a
hearing is requested, the final
determination will serve to decide when
the hearing is held.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration, the
Commission may issue the amendment
and make it immediately effective,
notwithstanding the request for a
hearing. Any hearing held would take
place after issuance of the amendment.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves a
significant hazards consideration, any
hearing held would take place before
the issuance of any amendment.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene must be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, Attention:
Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff, or
may be delivered to the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, by the above date. A
copy of the petition should also be sent
to the Office of the General Counsel,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, and to M.
S. Ross, Florida Power & Light
Company, P.O. Box 14000, Juno Beach,
FL 33408–0420, attorney for the
licensee.

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions, and/or requests
for hearing will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer or the
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board that the petition and/or request
should be granted based upon a
balancing of the factors specified in 10
CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)–(v) and 2.714(d).

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated May 24, 1999, which
is available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street,
NW., Washington, DC, and at the local
public document room, located at the
Indian River Community College
Library, 3209 Virginia Avenue, Fort
Pierce, Florida 34981–5596.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 7th day
of June 1999.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

William C. Gleaves,
Project Manager, Section 2, Project
Directorate II, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 99–14749 Filed 6–9–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Regulatory Guides; Issuance,
Availability

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has issued revisions to three guides in
its Regulatory Guide Series. This series
has been developed to describe and
make available to the public such
information as methods acceptable to
the NRC staff for implementing specific
parts of the Commission’s regulations,
techniques used by the staff in
evaluating specific problems or
postulated accidents, and data needed
by the staff in its review of applications
for permits and licenses.

Revision 31 of Regulatory Guide 1.84,
‘‘Design and Fabrication Code Case
Acceptability, ASME Section III,
Division 1,’’ and Revision 31 of
Regulatory Guide 1.85, ‘‘Materials Code
Case Acceptability, ASME Section III,
Division 1,’’ list those code cases that
are generally acceptable to the NRC staff
for implementation in the licensing of
light-water-cooled nuclear power plants.
Revision 12 of Regulatory Guide 1.147,
‘‘Inservice Inspection Code Case
Acceptability, ASME Section XI,
Division 1,’’ lists those code cases that
are generally acceptable to the NRC staff
for implementation in the inservice
inspection of light-water-cooled nuclear
power plants. These three guides are
periodically revised to update the
listings of acceptable code cases and to
include the results of public comment
and additional staff review.

Comments and suggestions in
connection with items for inclusion in
guides currently being developed or
improvements in all published guides
are encouraged at any time. Written
comments may be submitted to the
Rules and Directives Branch, Division of
Services, Office of Administration, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555.

Single copies of regulatory guides,
both active and draft, may be obtained
free of charge by writing the
Reproduction and Distribution Services
Section, OCIO, USNRC, Washington, DC
20555–0001, or by fax to (301) 415–
2289, or by email to
<DISTRIBUTION@NRC.GOV>. Active
guides may also be purchased from the
National Technical Information Service
on a standing order basis. Details on this
service may be obtained by writing
NTIS, 5285 Port Royal Road,
Springfield, VA 22161. Copies of active
and draft guides are available for
inspection or copying for a fee from the
NRC Public Document Room at 2120 L
Street NW., Washington, DC; the PDR’s

mailing address is Mail Stop LL–6,
Washington, DC 20555; telephone (202)
634–3273; fax (202) 634–3343.
Regulatory guides are not copyrighted,
and Commission approval is not
required to reproduce them.
(5 U.S.C. 552(a))

Dated at Rockville, MD, this 24th day of
May 1999.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Ashok C. Thadani,
Director, Office of Nuclear Regulatory
Research.
[FR Doc. 99–14750 Filed 6–9–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[NUREG–1671]

Standard Review Plan for the
Recertification of the Gaseous
Diffusion Plants

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Reopening of comment period.

SUMMARY: On February 19, 1999 (64 FR
8412), the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) published for public
comment a draft NUREG–1671 entitled,
‘‘Standard Review Plan for the
Recertification of the Gaseous Diffusion
Plants.’’ The comment period for this
proposed NUREG expired on May 20,
1999. The United States Enrichment
Corporation (USEC) has requested an
extension of the comment period until
November 19, 1999. Given that the
renewal of the Certificates of
Compliance for the gaseous diffusion
plants is not scheduled again until
December 31, 2003, the NRC has
decided to reopen the comment period.
The comment period now expires on
November 19, 1999.
DATES: The comment period has been
reopened and now expir4es on
November 19, 1999. Comments received
after this date will be considered if it is
practical to do so, but the Commission
is able to ensure consideration only for
comments received on or before this
date.
ADDRESSES: Send/written comments to:
Chief, Rules and Directives Branch, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001. Hand
deliver comments to 11545 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland 20852,
between 7:30 am and 4:15 pm during
Federal workdays.

Draft NUREG–1671 is available for
inspection and copying for a fee at the
NRC Public Document Room (PDR),
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